SUNDAY- MORNINGS

faction of all interested persons; but I do think
that we might reasonably have expected a more
generally acceptable work than that which we are
given.

We might, imprimis, have had a more candid
preface. Many of the cuts have been made,
apparently, on moral grounds or grounds of taste.
This (of which the editors need not have been
ashamed) might have been frankly admitted.
The Old Testament is full of dreadful stories : the
disgusting legends or histories of primitive tribes.
Few people, who wish to read a diminished Bible,
will complain of the omission from this edition of
the story of Lot and his daughters, of that of
Dinah and Shechem, of the drunkenness of Noah,
of the story of Abraham, Sarah and Pharoah, of
the Levite and the ostracism of the Benjamites.
If the book must be cut, these are the sort of
stories that can most easily be spared, and the
editors have apparently had no difficulty in
deciding which were the most repulsive, But the
moment we get beyond the province of bowdlerisa-
tion we are on much more debatable ground.
And, unfortunately, we are on ground where the
efforts of the Cambridge editors are not merely
open to challenge but liable to severe condemna-
tion. Let them leave out whatever stories they
may; let them politely ignore the institution of
the rite of circumcision, and tidy up the early
history of the Jews in various ways. Now and
then we may object to a narrative " cut" : as,
for instance, to that which fraudulently obliterates
the difficulty about Enoch's being one man's son
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